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Background Research
Saudi Arabia has in recent years passed several important legislations to ensure a fair and balanced justice system, including:
1. The Law of Procedure Before Sharia Courts of September 2001, which grants defendants the right to legal representation and outlines the process by which pleas, evidence and experts are heard by the courts. 2. The Code of Law Practice of January 2002, which outlines the requirements necessary to become an attorney and defined the duties and rights of lawyers, including the right of attorney-client privilege.
The Law of Criminal Procedure of May 2001, which
protects a defendant right with regard to interrogation, investigation, and incarceration; outlines a series of regulations that justice and law enforcement authorities must follow during all stages of the legal process, from arrest and interrogation to trial and sentencing; prohibits torture and protects the rights of suspects to obtain legal counsel; and limits the period of arbitrary detention.
In 2008 the government continued its reform initiative with the allocated sum of approximately £ 1.3 billion for the planned reforms. The new rules, which emphasize the independence of judges, set up a Supreme Court, the main function of which is to oversee the implementation of the Sharia (Islamic Law) as well as the various laws issued by the government. The new laws also set up new specialized courts for issues relating to commerce, labour, personal status, traffic disputes, together with a fund for training old and new judges. Currently, justice in Saudi Arabia is administered by a system of Sharia courts, and judges have wide discretion to issue rulings according to their own interpretation of the Sharia texts.
Saudi Arabia has never promulgated a criminal code. However, a committee was appointed in 2005 to codify penal provisions but is yet to produce a draft.
The Study Significance:
The main argument in this research work may be in the following statement: 'The human rights of suspect during the fair trial procedure have many issues in the Saudi Arabian legal system and is partly compliant with international human rights standard. In order to evaluate the compatibility between the Saudi Arabia fair trial and the International human rights standard, this study examines and evaluates the mechanism of the of the pretrial and in-trial process within the Saudi Arabian legal systems and compares it with international human right standards, this study examines and evaluates the mechanism of the pre-trial and in-trial processes within the Saudi Arabian legal system and compares it with international human right standards found in international treaties. United Nations, Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, Status of Ratifications accessed 15 January 2013
In pursuit of these research, the study attempts to answer the following questions: 1. In Saudi Arabian is the domestic Law of Criminal Procedure consistent with Saudi Arabia's international human rights obligations with respects to the right to a fair trial and real according to Islamic law? 2. Do Saudi Arabia judicial apply the international human right standards without violating Islamic law? 3. What is the difference the system between international human right and Islamic law?
Significant of the study
The importance of this study lies in its timing. As stated earlier, the Saudi legal system is currently undergoing substantial changes both structurally and procedurally. The government's reform initiative takes place in the context of its desire to better achieve the objectives contained in the Sharia. 
Methodology
Comparative methods are applied, as the protection of fair trial under Saudi Arabian domestic law is compared to the international human rights standards. The research examines two group of case related to the right to a fair trial: first, the domestic case, that is to say those which have been provided by Saudi Arabian authority in the Ministry of Justice.
With the exception of three group interviews with detainees in al-Ha'ir Correctional Facility and one interview with intellectuals in Riyadh, we conducted all interviews privately and individually. During the group interviews with prisoners in al-Ha'ir Correctional Facility, we asked about their individual criminal cases, cases of abuse and cases of death in custody known to them, and their individual experiences during interrogation and trial. We cross-checked allegation across these groups and with former detained account for consistency.
Finding

Statutory law and Islamic law
The division of respective of influence between the absolute rulers of the House of Sa'ud and the Wahhabi religious establishment has endure through subsequent centuries and periods of temporary demise of the Saudi state. The religious establishment in Saudi Arabian has board influence over everyday life. Its scholars and officials write and vet textbooks used in schools. Officials in the Commission to Promote Virtue and Prevent Vice(CPVPV) lecture at social gatherings, teach the Quran in prisons and social institutions, and keep a watchful eye over the moral behavior of the general public. Religious officials preach in local mosques where prayers attendance in mandatory. The judiciary, too, is almost the exclusive province of the religious establishment.
'King Abdul-Aziz institution announcement' (Al Riyadh newspaper 26 May 2008) 14581 accessed 29 August 2012
The Saudi government does not publish an official interpretation of Sharia. In the area of criminal law, the government has not published an interpretative text carrying the force of law of the precise definitions of acts that constitute offenses, such as "disobeying the ruler". Unlike Qatar, which also follows the Hanbali School, Saudi Arabia has no written penal code.
"The Courts shall apply rules of the Islamic Sharia in cases that are brought before them, according to the Holy Quran and the Sunna." Sharia, however, is silent on many areas in which modern life requires the application of precise legal norm. To fill this void, Saudi Arabia's prime minister (a post held currently by the king), may issue positive, or stator, law-called regulations to differentiate them from God-given laws of Sharia-as long as they do not conflict with Sharia precepts. Article 48 of the Basic Law, itself one such statutory law, also obliges the courts to apply Sharia rules "according to laws which are decreed by the rules in the agreement with the Holy Quran and the Sunna." Saudi Arabia has published hundreds of such statutory laws to regulate areas where Sharia precedents or interpretations have little bearing, such as traffic and banking laws.
Sheikh Mohammad Al Abdullah, the kingdom's chief prosecutor, told Human Right Watch that "all of our work follows the criminal procedure code all in cases." Most of those interviewed told Human Right Watch that the Saudi government implemented the criminal laws unevenly, and sometimes not at all. Defendants described numerous and specific instances in which prosecutors, arresting officers, and judges did not act in conformity with the law's provisions. Jeddahbased lawyers Aiman told Human Right Watch, "The criminal procedure code is still new for prison officials. A detainee has no insists on his right and know them. 
Conclusion
The kingdom of Saudi Arabia has sought to address a number of elements inherent within and outcomes associated with human rights decisions and the right to a fair trial. Nevertheless, such involvement has increase dramatically following the domestic reform implemented across Saudi Arabia. However, during the past twenty years, a remarkable shift has been witness within Saudi Arabia domestic law, which reflects positively on the human rights of suspects, initiated at the point at which constitutional reform was adopted through the Consultative Council, and spanning up until the establishment of two human rights entities, the NSHR and the HRC.
The establishment of the LCP was one the practical implementations of the right to a fair trial, after its provision in the BLG. However, these remain notable challenges in relation to the compatibility of Saudi domestic law with international human rights standards. But still have a long way to go because so many cases couldn't find justice, that's because there are no sentencing guidelines, including on the meaning of guilt proven beyond reasonable doubt for discretionary sentences. There is no guidelines for introducing evidence, including guidelines for assessing the credibility of witness. Ensure that witness for the prosecution and defense actually appear in court so defendants may cross-examine them and review of the decision to charge a suspect and to remind him or her in custody.
